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programs are shipped freely across
State lines and to our trading partners.

If a State can inspect these products
sufficiently for international distribu-
tion, they can certainly continue to do
so for our more standard meat and
poultry products. In the nearly 30 years
that the USDA has reviewed State pro-
grams, the Department has never uni-
laterally found that a State inspection
program should be discontinued due to
an inability to meet Federal food safe-
ty regulations.

In Utah, we have 32 meat plants
under our State inspection program.
These establishments, like the nearly
2,000 similar plants nationwide, are
mostly small businesses. Generally
speaking, they cater to the needs of
small, family-run farms and ranches.
The outdated ban on interstate ship-
ment of State-inspected meats clearly
disrupts the free flow of trade, restricts
access to the market, and creates an
unfair advantage for big businesses.

Let’s not forget that meat inspected
in 34 foreign countries can be shipped
anywhere in the U.S. because the
USDA has certified that the foreign in-
spection programs are equivalent to
the Federal program, yet our domestic
products inspected by States cannot.
This is a ridiculous situation, and it is
well past time to remedy it.

So I am very pleased that the farm
bill will remove the outdated and un-
just ban that puts our small businesses
at such a disadvantage. Removing this
prohibition will increase competition
and innovation. It will provide farmers
and ranchers an increased opportunity
to innovate and compete to serve their
consumers.

I am also very pleased that the farm
bill includes a provision by Senator
MAX BAUCUS, which I cosponsored, that
will set up a disaster program for the
livestock industry. In Utah, we have
agricultural disasters almost every
year. Farmers in my State never know
what Mother Nature may send their
way, and my goal is to provide them
greater stability. I am grateful that
this farm bill will provide our livestock
producers the security and certainty
they have sought for so long.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut is recognized.

———————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—H.R. 634

Mr. DODD. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing and Urban
Affairs be authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on May 15,
2008, at 3 p.m., in executive session, to
conduct a markup of the following: an
original bill entitled ‘‘The Federal
Housing Finance Regulatory Reform
Act of 2008’; H.R. 634, ‘““‘American Vet-
erans Disabled For Life Commemora-
tive Coin Act” and an original bill to
make technical corrections to title II
of the SAFETEA-LU bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?
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Mr. CORKER. Madam President, re-
serving the right to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Tennessee is recognized.

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, the
bill the chairman of the Banking Com-
mittee, the distinguished Senator from
Connecticut, is speaking about is over
400 pages long. It has been amended
verbally numerous times over the past
week. We are going to have a meeting
at 3 o’clock today. None of us has seen
the bill. None of us has seen the
amendments.

I have tremendous respect for the
chairman of this committee. He is, to
me, one of the best Senators in this
body to work with. I respect the rank-
ing committee member. I know time is
of the essence, if you will, as to ad-
dressing some of the issues that are in
this bill. I am very disappointed that
today at 3 we are going to be going
through a very technical bill many
Senators in this body, candidly, may
not ever take the time to look at be-
cause of the technicalities that exist
and the specialties that will be ad-
dressed, if you will, by this bill.

I am very tempted to object to this,
not because it is taking place today at
3, but because of the fact that we do
not have any of the documentation re-
garding the agreements that have been
made.

Out of my respect for this chairman
and out of my respect for the ranking
member, I will not object at this time.
But I will say, in the future I hope for
a technical bill such as this that is
more than a few lines—something that
is over 400 pages long—there will be
time to actually go through the bill
prior to a very strenuous markup. I in
no way assert any negativity toward
the Senator. I know he is doing the
best he can to hold this bill together. I
know there are a lot of competing in-
terests. It is actually out of respect for
him trying to do the job he is doing
today, in order to move something for-
ward in this body, that I will not ob-
ject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DODD. Madam President, I ap-
preciate the Senator not objecting, but
let me, for the purpose of the record,
inform him that the committee print
has not been changed. There were no
verbal agreements. The bill was avail-
able a week ago for anyone to read. It
was in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. It
has been on a Web page as well so the
public at large could read it here.

It is a long involved process, an in-
volved process. The only reason we are
meeting at 3 today is because of the re-
quest of the ranking member to delay
the markup this morning. I am here to
work out some additional provisions. I
want to let my colleague know that. I
appreciate my colleague very much. He
is a very active and constructive mem-
ber of the Banking Committee, but this
is a product that has been available for
people to review almost for a week
now, before the markup actually was
to occur this morning.
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I appreciate his not objecting. We
will see how things progress. Nonethe-
less, we will keep working at it, but his
involvement will be critical.

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, I
wish to say that portions—while no
doubt we have the original text, it is
my understanding negotiations were
taking place throughout the night. I
was getting e-mails at 1:30 in the morn-
ing regarding the negotiations, and yet
I have seen no written copies of any of
the agreements that have been made. I
would say that would be nice to see
prior to a markup of this type, but
again out of respect I will not object,
and thank you very much for this col-
loquy.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized.

——————

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
we now proceed to a period of morning
business for 1 hour with Senators being
allowed to speak therein for a period
up to 10 minutes each.

I tell all Members the reason for this
is we are going to move to the budget,
appointing of conferees, with Senator
CONRAD and Senator JUDD GREGG hav-
ing some issues they need to work out
prior to that. I think it would be in the
best interests of us all if that consent
agreement were confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. REID. Madam President, I would
amend that to have the time equally
divided between the majority and mi-
nority.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

———

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President,
we have 30 minutes on the Republican
side. I would like to proceed to use
probably most of that. I may not use
all of it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
a unanimous consent agreement that
speakers are limited to 10 minutes
each.

Mr. GRASSLEY. I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for a longer period
of time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

SCAPEGOATING OF ETHANOL

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
come to the floor to rebut the
scapegoating of ethanol, which is part
of the food versus fuel debate.

I do not do it for a one-way conversa-
tion. I hope I can encourage conversa-
tion on this subject among my col-
leagues so we can look at this from a
scientific and economic point of view
and avoid scapegoating.
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